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Remarks - General ! ■ 

Applic^t h^ i^witten all claijnsito define the invention more particularly and distinctly so as to \ 
. oyercprn? the objections and ^fm$ the invention patentably over the prior art. Specifically, g^tfr 

. . specifications fo^ the. authentication information rather than ^authentication records themselves] As : 
; ^well, emphasis has been placed on tiie use of unique id associations throughout the system, including 

user data pemrits flexibilities hot present in the prior art. ' . I \ 

The Objections 

#1 & 2 df the Offipe Action Letter; Applicant has^rc { 
> : specified and ^piinctp^ion and gr^m^ticarerrors are corrected. The wording in claims 2-16 andl#-23 
: . ^ Accordingly the applicant sijbrnits thaitbe 

Claim Objections in 1 . and 2\ have been overcome and therefore requests withdrawal df these • j 
objection. | 

The Rejection df Claims Under 35- U-SC 112 . yj," 
#3 of the Office Action Letter: Applicant has revised Claim 1 to discuss a method and the: steps ofjthe 
" method. .As well the reference to w )Qutpuiiing n has been changed to ^manipulation" of authentication 
/ sprcifira^ I 

;' . #4 of the: Office. Action jLettet: Applicant has revised Claims 2-4; 13, and 14 as well as Clainis 19-122 
to more clearly state that the manipulation of data can be one of both of the referenced data, 
m^pid^i6ns; :The AppUctot submits the claims are thu^ 

:'. The Rejection of Claims Uoder 35. U-SC, 103 ]: 
#5 of the Office Action Letter: Clmrnisi 1*23 were rejected as unpatentable over Steele et al, (US P^tfcnt 
701687^7) andK^ Steele sho^s a method ^ i^s^m of ; '! 

mtoagh^ l£anaishi shoves a system and method for transmitting . 

; personal utfonnaiion and for acquiring the personal information. The revised wording make clear that 
the Claims deal ^ ^th specification d^ rather than the End-user records and overcomes aiiy suggestion 
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. ''^j^-f^^^ the prior ^ ^teek andK^a^^ 
'il^^'^iim input screen; in both the sign-up and logon steps and thus do ^6t permit the, 

art does not contemplate of suggest a unique token be set ft* sign^ 

^ ^ w^y allows additional flexibilities not possible \^ 

: w ^\ thep^or atf, §jteifics,are dis'ctri^Mdetail below..'-' ' ^ 

#6ofthe Office j&ction :lri&\$!kfal requires a Sign- U ^ specification assignxhent^tep requiring die 
V - presence of both the requestor id and a unique sigh-up id and maintenance of the associations between 
; them and the ri^up.sped^^ This language distinguislies over Steele as Steele doesl not 

; show, at coItuifijQ^ 

^ ids arid the specification recoids/ Aldiou^ 

: ids such as in column 15 line4^^:^so;;uw5 specification records such a^ in column 15 line 2K2p in. . 
"profile record 302a" Steele does not use the id and profile record in the ^cKjiatiye jtoajqoQer of thd 

; ; ;si^ 

Claim 1 requires a Logon specification j^sigoment st^ reqxnring the presence of both /the rec^stor id 
.; aihd a unique logon id and maintenance of the associations between them and the logon specification ; 

records,. This language distinguishes over Steele as does nbt shbw, at column 15 lines 16-57. 
% fig, 4 or. elsewhere; creation and maintenance of the associations 

between these ids and the spscifieitidn records. As a consequence of the ids and associations, required 
. in the Logon specification ^ign^etft step; the present invention requires a structure siich as in Fig. 1 ; 
I/'.-; where record databases 1 15 & U^containniig user data), specification databases 11$ & 1 17 
(containing specifications ^data) a^; association tables 112, 113, & 114* are necessary., This 
distinguishes over Steele as Steele;dd$s not show this structure an4 although Steele £tf Golunin 1 5 line 
49 in data schemk 400 u inay ^spipclude profile record 302a'*, it does not show or contemplate th^iise 
{. of the ids in the associative manner ^escribed in the Logon specifications assignment step, . 

tlaim 1 requires a Sign-up r^ 

id. This language 'distinguishes*^^ Steele does not show, at column 16 lines 4^cplumnj 17 
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j ; C : Applicatton M,: i O^g^j^jg^ „_.. : Ajrt Unit : 2l32 <j"_ 

. these i4s . Although Steele at colwim 17 lines 5-10 uses! ids 

;;■ (such as vendor .id, products id;^id applications id) and states "(djepending on fjte structure of the; • 
\V in^atiotf'Avnen theyar^ to be>%d.(such as for t4 filtered w results>, none of these ids have 'the V : ; 
V . S -characteristics of a sign-up id nor^ they used in a similar associative manner: A^ov since Clainji i • > 
■\ ■', re^s ^ antf^up id be sent, it allows thef signup interface* P a£fe to be absent or: 

// ?? Qr art ddes notallow this. In ^tee)e at column 1 7 line 39 at step, 5&8, 1 16 displays the .cohspmi 
inputtmg mterfece without the ne^- to pass a sign.up id (or any othWidj and thus the entire prior ! '■ 
process to create this mputtmg intferfacfe in Steele could'have been % result of a previously generated; „■■; 
page (although with certain, 'ciistofe or Vendor* specified associative requestor 

; id-signup id cpmbiiftatibh^ or me necJessity to pass them to the server system before ^ End User. input. 
.'; interlace whkhSi&im 1 does not pferniit.' Also in Steele at column 16 line 65rcolunin line 5 at step 
y, .'■ 5i;2r5i4 me,ch>ntside appncatiohr^frieyes "consumer information elements fiomthe mtormatidrj 

account 1 1 0" but account 1 ! 1.0 cosmos the End-user records rather than the specifications: for me . ; .-. * 
■ '/"■ records. ' . -,.r''" ■ 

.- Claim I retires a Logon receiving step requiring the presence of both the requestor id ajid a logoifi id. 
This language distinguishes^ over j&eele as Steele does not show; at column 16 lmes 46-coIumn 17 line 
45 br^»whej*^e ._■* 
, client. side application at 105 in Sifeele displays the .login intertace^witjbout the need for ids (requestor- . 
id; logon id of otherwise) to be r^ceive4 first; Also, since Claim 1 requires that me requestor id ani 
logon id be sent, it allows the; "logon interface'" page to be absent ^r^vmavaUable ; unless;and-'until a Valid 
Ibgon id - requestor id combiriattopare first received. The prior art. does not allow this: In Steele ijhe 
. logon interface is shown without the heed to pass a logon id (or any other id) and thus the entire prior 
process to create, a logon page in- Steele- could have been, a result bf a previously generated page 
(almou^ with certain 'customer' ofr Vendor ' specified fields) but absent me associati^ve requestor id .•- 
logon id combination or the.neces^ity to pass them to the server system before me End User input - 
; rmterlaceyviich Claim, i does hot ji^armit. Furthermore in Steele at Column 16 line 54, the Siser idf 
' refers to the End Us&r record ra1h%:tb^n the specification recprds-andeven if the. User ID.in SteeleiCan 
i:. . somehow be coiehued to refer to a;ibgbn specification reco it does not possess the other attribut^s.of 
.: the logon identifier (or even the requestor Identifier); In Steele, the Vendor ID in column 16 line 5J8 



PAGE 10/11 * RCVD AT 8/8/2007 4:10:41 PM [Eastern Daylight Time] * SVR:USPTO-EFXRF-6/7 * DNIS:2738300 ' CSID:604689962S * DURATION (nnn-ss):05-30 



84/82/1997 01:31 



Best Available Copy 

6846899625 



MOHAMEDANI RECEIVED PAGE 10 

CENTRAL FAX CENTER • 



AUG 0 8 2007 



Applica tion No-; 1^78,840 (K^ip) . J . Art UnftJ^lM^, 



on id. 



Kanaishi. 



#7-21 of the Office Action Lettefi The distinctions discussed in # 6 above also apply to each of the \" • 
claim rejections in #7*21. . . |. . 

#22. and 24-58 of the Office Action Letter: Claim 17 and Claims 18- 23 has been revised to disclosed 
Systran whereas Claim .1 and Clairus 2- 1 6 has been revised to disclose a method. 



Conclusion •■]/•••. 
For all the above reasons, the appUcant submits, that the claims are now in proper fonn and that tile 
claims all define patentable oVer the prior art. Therefore applicant submits that this application is hpw 
in condition for allowance, v^ieKactioh ..'.[';. 



'! • • 
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